bility on the two owners of Intervedio and because Mirza is the person who (in 1984) opened the account.
The judgment of the Court of Appeal was upheld with costs. It is worth noting that counsel's arguments referred to Article 252 of the Civil Code on privity of contract even though the case was purely commercial.
To conclude, I draw an analogy. Newton's laws of motion tell us that for every action there is an equal and opposite reaction. If we shift from Natural Philosophy (Physics) to Jurisprudence (Legal Philosophy) we find that every right, invariably, has a corresponding duty, e.g., no taxation without representation. To revert to the Cassation ruling, if the Lessors of the Trade Licence have not incurred a liability can they nevertheless claim entitlement to abandoned assets as often happens in practice?
